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Of course we can all agree that Californians deserve protection from eminent

domain abuse. And, if Prop. 90 was a well-designed reform of eminent domain, many
thoughtful Californians would support it.

However, the out-of-state drafter of Prop. 90 is attempting a bait and switch on
voters. This poorly-written proposition is loaded with unrelated and far-reaching
provisions that will harm, not protect, homeowners, and be very expensive for all
California taxpayers.

We can’t afford to be misled.

The hidden provisions in Prop. 90 create a new category of lawsuits that allow
wealthy landowners and corporations to sue for huge new payouts. These lawsuits and
payouts would cost California taxpayers billions of dollars every year.

That’s why groups representing taxpayers, homeowners, businesses, police and
fire, environmentalists and farmers all urge you to Vote NO on 90.

THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF CALIFORNIA says: “Prop. 90
would fundamentally change our system of representative democracy and put the
interests of a few above the well-being of ALL Californians.”

Prop. 90 is anti-taxpayer and anti-homeowner.

That’s why THE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA HOMEOWNERS OPPOSES
PROP. 90 and says: "Prop. 90 is a trap that actually hurts homeowners. It would cost
taxpayers billions and erode basic laws that protect our communities, our neighborhoods

»

and the value of our homes.’
Say NO to the Taxpayer TRAP. Vote NO on 90.

www.NoProp90.com
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Kenneth W. Willis, President
League of California Homeowners

Cniet Michael L. Warren, President
California Fire Chiefs Association

Jacqueline Jacobberger, President
League of Women Voters of California
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